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Attending the Institute on March 21-23, 1974 in 
Nogales (Arizona) were 300 or lore administrators, state department 
officials, project coordinators, teachers, university professors, 
citizsn5?, and students from throughout the state. Following the 
central theme, "Education for the 70* s", the institute's goal was to 
"impact the development of Bilingual Bicultural Education for the 
70«s in Arizona." Toward its conclusion, the participants were given 
an evaluation questionnaire; 139 were returned. The questionnaire was 
composed of two parts designed to secure information about their; f1) 
sex, ethnic identification, age, employment status and level, 
participation in bilingual program, and description of the program; 
and (2) reactions to the institute. Each item was analyzed 
individually. Responses indicated a high percentage (61.8 percent) of 
the participants had a favorable overall impression of the institute. 
This paper gives: (1) the item as it appeared on the questionnaire, 
(2) an item frequency selection from a computer print out showing how 
the respondents responded, (3) a narrative of the item's purpose, and 
(U) an analysis of the results. (HQ) 
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PREFACE 



This report contains information taken from a survey especially 
prepared for the Arizona First Bilingual Institute based on a similar 
survey prepared for the National Bilingual Bicultural Institute, Albuquerque, 
Nt?v/ Mexico, November 28 - December 1, 1973. As the reader reviews the 
Statement of GoaM of the Institute, it is clear that the Institute desired 
to Impact the development of Bilingual Bicultural Education for the 70's 
in Arizona. In view of the fact that the respondent participants represent 
the views of administrators, state department officials, project coordinators, 
teachers, university professors, community and students, these findings take 
on greater significance * It should be noted that the participants and 
respondents came from throughout Arizona* Therefore, it can be reasonably 
concluded that this report reflects the thinking in Arizona. 

This work would not have been possible without the able and dedicated 
work of Joseph Garcia (doctoral candidate) of the College of Education, at 
the University of New Mexico i who designed the Instrument and worked very 
closely with Dr. Luis Casans of the College of Education, Arizona State 
University and Mr. Ramon Paz, Director of Bilingual Education, Nogales 
School District. 

An objective of this report Is not only to record the thinking of the 
Arizona participants, but likewise to point out areas of further development 
for future Bilingual Institutes in Arizona* This information can not only 
improvo subi^equont institutes but will give education leadership a more 
accurate sense of what la going on in the various parts of the state, what 
Is desired^ and what Is hoped for. 
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It la our Uo'^ti In the National Education Task Force de la Raza 
that the findings of this report will be utilized for setting trends 
Cor Bilingual Blcultural Education for the 70's in Arizona, and play 
Ua role in providing quality education for the linguistically and 
culturally distinct child in Arizona. 

Certainly this work is perceived as a valuable contribution of 
the Chlcano community toward Bilingual Bicultural Education an.i ultimately 
to Cultural I'luialism in Arizona, the Southwest and the nation. 
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Dr. Henry J. Casso 
Executive Secretary 

National Education Task Force de la Raza 



OVERVIEW OF THE ARIXONA FIRST ANNUAL BILINGUAL INSTITUTE 

r 

The Arizona First Annual bilingual Institute sponsored by the 
Nogalfs Public Scnools, Arizona State Department of Education, and 
the National Kducation Task Force de la Raza was held on March 21-23, 197A 
In Nogales, Arizona. The Institute attracted approximately 300 participants 
irom througliDut the state. 

On Thur&day, March 21, 1974 from 4:00 to 10:00 P.M. participants to 
the Institute registered and attended a social hosted by Nogalea Public Schools. 

On Friday, March 22, 1974 Ramon Paz, James Clark, Victor Pontes, Louis 
Doyle, Mayor Arthur Doan, Jcimes George and W. P. Shoftstall welcomed the 
participants to the Institute. Maria Urquides, the opening guest speaker, 
addressed the participants on the "History of Arizona Billngtial Education". 
Al Jaurequi, Program Chairman, followed Maria Urquides' opening address 
with an "Orientation to the Program". 

The Institute provided its participants five workshops which were 
held simultaneously Friday morning. The sessio.is were repeated after 
a fifteen minute break to allow the participants to attend other sessions 
of interest. The workshops included the following areas: 

I Bilingual Education - Multiple Offense 

II Alternate Resources 

III State Bilingual Programs 

IV Media Fair Presentation 

V Ftderal Bilingual Programs 
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Friday's luncheon was chaired by Xamon Paz. ^est speakers for 
the luncheon. James Altop. Vice President. Personnel Administration of 
Valley National Bank, spoke on "The Bilingual in B^iness". The second 
guest spoaker was Dr. Henry J. Casao. Executive Secretary of the National 
Education Task Force de la Raza. who spoke on the "l^^itional BllinBual 
Institute and It's Implications for a Statewide Design in Arizona". 



Following the luncheon there were four sessions yhich were repeated 
to provide participants the opportunity to attend othir sessions. These 

sessions included: ^ 
I Community/Junior Colleges \ 

" II Bilingual Legislation 

III Indian Education \ 
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IV Higher Education \ 
Late Friday afternoon the Institute provided its patticipants with 

three morn sessions entitled: \ 

I Alternative Approaches to Bilinp.ual Educati|.on 

II Indian Education 

\ 

III Teacher Training \ 
Friday's general session was also chaired by Ramon Paz, The two 

guest speakers for the session included Adalberto Guerrero. 'member of the 
Executive Comtnlttee. and Senator D. Delos EUaworth. Chairman of the Arizona 
Senate Education Committee. \ 

Friday's activities were concluded with a fiesta. Proving the 
entertainment for the fiesta included Plains Indian Dance Grov^p. and a 
Pachanga with the Motorola Musical Group. 

I 
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aroas of : 



I 



Media Fair Presentation 



Parental Involvement in Education 



III Curriculum Offerings 



IV reachtr Aide Training 



V 



Bilingual Children's 



Television 



A general session chaired by Ramon Paz followed the five sessions. 
Hank Oyama cor.monted on the resolutions that were generated during the 
lnr,t i lute . 

At Saturday nopn the Institute came to a successful conclusion as 

tho evaluation will reveal. 
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STATEMENT OF GOALS 

! 
i 

' On March 21-23, 1974 the Nogales Public Schools, Arizona State 

Department of Education and the National Education Task Force de la Raza 

I 

I Jointly sponsored the Arizona First Annual Bilingual Institute. The 

I 

! central theme of the Institute was entitled "Education for the 70's"t 

t 
I 
I 

\ The Institute set forth the accorapl-ishment of four goals: 

Provide opportunities for participants to 
acquire greater knowledge, skills and expertise 
that will enable them to influence the direction 
of bilingual education. 

j Create a greater stnte-wide awareness of and 

involvement in bilingual education. 

Provide the participants the opportunity to 
examine current programs as they relate to 
teaching practices, teacher preparationi 
legislation, and funding possibilities. 

Promote in the participant a commitment to 

the full development of the bilingual abilities 

of the individual as a viable national asset. 

The ln55tltute also hoped to satisfy the following five objectives: 

Review present and pending state bilingual 
legislation and appropriations. 

Demonstrate techniques and methodology for 
successful implementation of bilingu£il 
education. 

Formulate a state-wide task force on bilingual 
education to serve on an advisory capacity to the 
State Department of Education. 

Provide the participants with specific data on 

gains and performance of existing bilingual 
programs as related to administrators, "eachers, 
students and the community. 

Identify and reinforce the developing leaders from 
Arizona in the implementation of the educational 
processes pertinent to the concept of bilingual 
education. 
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An Instrument in the form of a questionnaire was developed .specif ically 
to assess the Institute's goals and objectives by Joseph Garcia, graduate 
student at the University of New Me.iico and Dr. Louis'casaus, Professor, 
College of Education, Arizona State University. The evaluation of the 
Arizona First Annual Bilingual Institute will be based to a large extent 
on the analysis of this instrument. 
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INTRODUCTION 
AN ANALYSIS OF THE EVALUATION OF THE 
ARIZONA FIRST ANNUAL BILINGUAL INSTITUTE 



The evaluation questionnaire is composed of two distinct parts. 
The first part consists of seven items which are designed to secure 
Information about the participants. The desired information about 
the participants consists of the participants' sex, ethnic identifi- 
cation, age, employment status, participation in bilingual program, 
level of employment and description of bilingual program engaged in. 
The second part of the questionnaire is composed of fourteen items 
designed to secure information from the participants concerning the 
Institute. 

Of the total approximate 400 participants at the Institute, 139 
responded to the questionnaire which was administered toward the 
conclusion of the Institute. 

The format of the analysis consists of two pages per item. Each 
item is analyzed individually. At the top of the first page appears 
the item as it appeared on the questionnaire. On the same page there 
is an item frequency selection from a computer print out showing how 
the 3 39 respondents responded to this item. The second page consists 
of a narrative dealing with the purpose of the item and an analysis 
of the tesults. ' 
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Purpose of the Item 

The intent of this item was to assess the participants' 
overall impression of the Institute. 

Analysis of the Resul ts 

Of the total (139) respondents, 15 or 10.8% did not respond to 
this item. Of those responding, 86 or 61.8% had a favorable overall 
Im^jression of the Institute. On the other hand, only 5 or 3,6%* of 
the respondents had an unfavorable impression of the Institute. 
Thirty-three or 23.8% of the respondents held an Indifferent 
impression of the Institute. 

Given these results, it can be said that a high percentage 
(61.8%) of the participants had a favorable overall impression of 
the Institute. In this respect it can further be said that the 
Arizona First Annual Bilingual Institute was a success according to 
a majority of its participants. 



The architects of the Institute may want to determine the 
characteristics of these participants, which Information 
should be useful in future Institute design. 
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^^'^ ^ BEST COPY AVAILABLE 

PARTICIPANT CHARACTERISTICS 
TABLE I 



AN EVALUATION OF THE ARIZONA FIRST 
ANNUAL BILINGUAL INSTITUTE 



A, Sexi Male Female 



VALue LA4EL VALUE AflSOl.UTF. RELATIVE 

FPSZOUCNCY FRFQUENCY 
(PERCENT) 

NO Resr»(.vjsf. 0.0 6 4,3 

"•^^-^ »-00 53 3B.1 

'^'''^^ ?.00 80 57.6 

T^ITAL 139 100.0 
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Purpose of the Item 

The Intent of this Item was to determine the percentage 
of male and female participants in attendance at the Institute. 

Analysis of the Results 

Of the total (139) respondents, 6 or A#3% did not respond 
to this item. Of those responding 53 or 38.1% were male and 
80 or 57.6% were female* It Is Interesting to note that almost 
two-thirds of the participants were female. It appears that In 
the state of Arizona the topic of bilingual education Is of more 
concern and interest to the female population than the male population. 

Suggestions for FurthRr Analysis and/or Future Research 

It would be of interest to learn if there exists significant 
differences in how the males and females responded to the fourteen 
items concerning the Institute* Also, It might be worthwhile noting 
the characteristic variables according to sex in the other six 
reypondent characteristic itemSt 
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• Ethnic Identification 



VALUe LABru VALUE A«S0LUTF 

AH50LUTF RKLATlVh- 

PRcQUENCy FREQUENCY 

- - - . <P£RCFNT) 



NO f.rsPDNSF 


0*0 


15 


CH tCANC 


1 tOO 


19 


wgXlCAN AMTf^lCAN 


?«oo 


47 


ANGLO 


3*00 


39 


OTHfTR 


4.00 


19 




TOTAL 


139 



10.6 
13.7 
33.8 
26*1 
13.7 
100.0 
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Purpose of the Item 

The intent of this item was to identify the ethnic composition 
of the Institute's participants* Categories were not preselected 
to avoid bias in the participant's response. It was Intended that 
the part Icipantis would classify themselves* 

Analy sis of the ResuUi:;; 

Of tho total (139) ■ respondents, 15 or 10«8% chose not to respond 
to this item. Those participants*, who identified themselves as 
'^Mexican American" compi'lsed the largest percentage of participants 
at irhe Institute. There were 19 or 13.7% respondents who identified 
themselves as "Chicano". The next largest ethnic group to be 
represented consisted of 39 or 28.1% "Anglo". The 19 or 13.7% of the 
respondents that constitute "Others'* are composed of all other ethnic 
I.D.'s exclusive of the above four. Such ethnic I.D. *s included; 
Italian, NavajOi Spanish American^ Black, Latin American and Papago 
Indian. Most of the respondents marking "others" did not specify their 
ethnic identity. 

Suggest ions For Further Analysis and/or Future Research 

It would be of great Interest to compare how each of the four 
ethnic groups responded to each of the other Items in the questionnaire. 
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TABLE 3 



BEST COPY m\mi 



C. Age: 20 or under 21-30 • 31 - 40 

41 - 50 51 - 60 61 and over 



VALUE LAl^L V^LUE AQSOLUTE RELATIVE 

FRSOUENCV FRSQUENCV 
(PERCENT ) 



NO 




0.0 


6 


4.3 


20 


OR 




1 .00 


3 


2«2 


21 


TO 


30 


2.00 


45 


32.4 


31 


TO 


AO 


3.00 


35 


25.2 


41 


TO 


50 


4.00 


30 


21 .6 


51 


TO 


hO 


5.00 


19 


13.7 


ei 


ANU OVCf^ 


e .00 


t 


0.7 








TOTAL 


139 


lOO.O 



001;) 



\ 
\ 

; \ 
; \ 

i 

Purpose of the Item 

The Intent of this Item was to deteralnei the approximate \ 
age level of the Institute's participants* T^e secondary purpose ^ 

of this Item was to Identify the age level bliLlngual education has 

i 

the greatest professional appeal. ; 

I 

i 
I 

i 

Analysis of the Results j 

i 

Of the total (139) respondents, 6 or ^.3% chose not to respond 

I 

to this particular Item. The largest age levH represented at the 

i 

Institute consisted of those participants In khe age category between 

"21 to 30'\ Of these there were 45 or 32.4% Irespondents, The next 

t 

largest representation consisted of respondents in the age categories 

j 

between "31 to 40". Of the total respondents! there were also 30 or 

i 

21.6% respondents between the ages of "41 to |0". On the other hand 

i 

there were 19 or 13.7% respondents between th^ ages of "51 to 60". 

j 

One or .7% respondents in the ages "61 and ov^-r" responded to the 

1 

questionnaire. The next smallest age categor^f represented at the 

j 

Institute according to the respondents Is thafi: of "21 and under^\ 

i 

Of these there were only 3 or 2.2% respondent^* It can be concluded 

i 

that the Bilingual professional in Arizona ar^ of a younger age* 

j 

! 

Suggestions For Further Analysis and/or Future! Research 

It would be Interesting to note if the atltitudes toward bilingual 
education are a function of age. Namely, are ithete any significant 
differences between the five age categories asj to how the respondents 
responded to each item of the questionnaire. ] 
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TABLE 4 

BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



D. Employment Scatus: 

Legislator Administrator Project/Program Coordinator 

Teacher Professor Paraprofesslonal (aide) 

Community Representative Business Representative 

Student Other 



VALUr LAf^FL VALUE AOSOLUTE RELATIVE 

FRSQUENCY FREOUENCV 
(PERCENT) 



NO RESPONSE 0*0 4 2*9 

LEGISLATOR 1*00 1 0*7 

TbIACHER 2*00 47 33*8 

COMMUNITY PEP 3*00 6 4*3 

STUDENT 4*00 13 9«4 

AOMINISTRATOQ 5*00 19 13*7 

PROFESSOR 6*00 7 5*0 

PROJECT COORDINATOR 7*00 6 4*3 

PAPAPF?Or-TSS I JNAL 8.00 II 7*9 

BUSINESS REP 9*00 2 U4 

OTHER 10*00 23 16«$ 

TOTAL 139 100*0 
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Purpoae of the Item I 

The Intent of this Item was to secure Information from\the 

respondent concerning employment status* The primary question being, 

\ 

are the participants mostly administrators, teacherSi or others? 

\ 
\ 

\ 

Ana lysis o f th e Result s \ 

\ 

Of the total (139) respondents, 4 or 2.9% did not respond \ 

to this particular item* Of those responding the teachers compri^sed 

\ 

the best representation consisting of 47 or 33.8% of the total. 'She 

> 

next best representation consisted of administrators, the number being 
19 or 13.7^ of the total* This figure Is closely followed by 13 or\ 
9*4% students, 11 or 7.9% paraprofesslonals; 7 or 5.0% professors. 
The community representatives and project coordinators consisted of \ 
6 or 4.3% of the total respondents, 2 or 1.4% business representatives; 
Btid 1 or «7% legislators* There were 23 or 16.5% of the respondents 
who identified themselves in the ^^other'^ category. 

\ 
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TABLE 5 



Arc you presently participating m a Bilingual Program? Ve. _ No _ 



VALUE LA«ZL VALUE 



NO WESPONSr: 0.0 

J, 00 
2.00 
TOTAL 



* 3 SOLUTE 
PREOUENCV 



n 

64 

64 
139 



REUATIVe 
FREQUENCY 
CPERCENT) 



7.9 

.46.0 

if 

46*0 
100*0 
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P urpose of the Item 

The intent of this item was to determine what percentage 
of the Institute participants are presently participating 
In a bilingual program. 

Analysis of the* Results 

Of the total (139) respondents 11 or 7.9% did not respond 
to this particular item. Of those responding 64 or 46% stated 
they were participating in a bilingual program. The remaining 
64 or 46% stated they were not participating in a bilingual program. 
Given these results it can be said that a relatively high percentage 
of the Institute's participants, though not engaged in a bilingual 
program, are interested enough In the program to attend a statewide 
Institute on bilingual education. Thus bilingual education has not 
only a largo following but an equally large percentage of curious 
investigators. 

S ur.Restions For Further Analysis and/or Future Research 

It would be worth investigating if there exists significant 
differences for each item between the participants and non-partlclpants 
in bilingual education programs. 
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TABLE 6 



P. Level of Employment: 

Elementary School Middle School Secondary School 

District School Community College University 

Community State Federal 

Other (specify) , 



VALUr LAHEL VALUE ABSOLUTF RELATIVE 

FRSQUeNCY FREQUENCY 
(PERCENT) 

« 

NO RBSPCNSF 0.0 4 2*9 

ELEMENTARY SCHDOL 1.00 70 50.4 

DISTRICT SCHC.Cu 2.00 12 8.6 

CUN'MUNrTY 3.00 S 3.6 

FEDERAL 4.00 1 0.7 

'MIDDLE 5CMCrL 5.00 4 2.9 

CUM'-lur^ITY COLLEOr. 6.00 9 6«5 

STATl 7.00 H 2.2 

StCCNDAr«V SCHOOL 8.00 9 6*5 

UNIVERSITY 9.00 5 3«6 

CTHCr? 10.00 17 12.2 

TOTAL l.1'> 100.3 
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Purpose of the Item 

The intent of this Item v/as to determine the participants^ 
level of participation in bilingual education programs. 

Analysis o f the Resul ta 

Of the total (139) respondents A or 2.9% failed to respond 
to this item. Of those responding 70 or 50.4% were engaged in 
bilingual programs at the elementary level; this represents the 
highest level of participation. The second highest number of 
respondents, 12 or 8.6%, indicated they participated in bilingual 
programs at school district level. The third highest level of 



college and secondary school level consisting of 9 or 6.5% respondents* 

The remaining respondents Indicated their level of participation 
in bilingual programs as follows: both community and university 
5 or 3.6%, middle school 4 or 2.9%, state 3 or 2.2%, federal 1 or .7%* 
There were 17 or 12.2% respondents who indicated their level of 
participation in bilingual programs was at a level "other" than those 




participation came from respondents participating at both community 



r 



mentioned above. 
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TABLE 7 



BEST COPY AVAIUBLE 



C. Check the statement below which best describes your bilingual program with regard 

to Home language/English language development. 

^' -Langiage Maintenance Program (The instructional program is designed to 

develop and expand the two languages and related cultures throughout 
the course of the program) , 

^* Transitional Program (The Home language is used 'in the instructional 

program for the child as a "bridge" to learning English. Once the 
child has achieved an adequate command of English, the home language 
is dropped from his instructional program.) 

3. Not directly involved in a bilingual Program. 



VALUF LAHEL 



VALUE 



ABSOLUTE 
FRcQUENCY 



RELATIVE 
FREQUEMCy 
(P5PCENT) 



NO r/ESPONSc. 


0.0 


26 


ia«7 


LANGUAGE MAIM PftOO 


1 .00 


50 


36.0 


Tf\ANSI Tla^JAL PROGRAM 


2.00 


tA 


12.9 


NJT iNVOLVtt; iUL PGM 


3.00 


4b 


32.4 




TOTAL 


I ^9 


1 00.0 
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Purpose of the Item 

The Intent of this item was to determine the type of 
bilingual program the respondents are engaged in with regard to 
Spanish/English language development. Two options were made available: 
Language 'Maintenance Program and The Transitlrmal Program. 

Analysis of the Re sults 

Of the total (139) respondents 26 or 18.7% did not respond 
to this item. The high "no response" rate can be a-tributed in 
part to the fact that on Item E there were 64 respondents who 
Indicated they were not engaged in a bilingual program. Of those 
responding 50 or 36% indicated they employed the Language Maintenance 
Program In language development. On the other hand only 18 or 12.9% 
of thp respondents Indicated they employed the Transitional Program 
as a means of language development. Fcrty-five or 32.4% of the 
respondents indicated they were not directly Involved in a bilingual 
pr:)gram. 

Given these results it can be said that the Language Maintenance 
Program Is the more extensively utilized educational strategy of the 
two In terms of Spanish/English language development. 
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PART II 
ANALYSIS OF THE INSTITUTE 

TABLE 8 BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



To what extent did the Institute provide you the opportunities to acquire greater 
Sniufgial'eii^ItJon?"'""" '''' ^"'^"^ 



Very Little Very Much 

1 2 3 A s A 



l-AQ«:L VALUE A-l SOLUTE RFLATIVE 

FHEQUFNCV FftEQUENCV 

(PERCENT) " 



NO PFSPOMSEL 0.0 7 5^^, 

VERY LITTLE I.OO 3 

2«00 S 3.6 

3.00 24 j7,3 

*.00 35 25.2 

5.00 .-^9 2e#l 

ve-n MUCH 6.00 2c ,8.7 

TOTAL 139 lOO.o' 
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Purpose of the Item 

The Intent of this item was to determine the extent to 
which the Institute provided its participants the opportunity 
to acquire greater knowledge, skills and expertise that will 
enable thc^m to influence the direction of bilingual education. 

Analysis of tho Rc?su>>lt3 

Of the total (139) respondents 7 or 5% chose not to respond 
to this item* Of those responding 8 or 5.8% felt the Institute 
had provided little opportunities to acquire greater knovladget 
skills and expertise* On the other hand there were 65 or 46«8Z 
of the respondi>nts who felt the Institute had in fact provided 
them with opportunities to acquire greater knowledge^ skills and 
expertise that will enable them to influence the direction of 
bilingual education. Fifty-nine or 42*5% of the respondents felt 
indifferent toward this item* 

Given these results it '^an be said that a high percentage 
of the participants felt the Institute had provided them with 
opportunities to acquire greater knowledge ^ skills and expertise 
that will enable them to influence the direction of bilingual 
education. 
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TABLE 9 ggj^ pQpY ny^,u^0LE 



2. To what extent haa the Inatltute created a greater statewide awareness of bilingual 
education? 

Very Little Very Much 

1 2 3 4 5 6 



VALUE LAWtL VALUE A3S0LIJTF RELATIVE 

FREQUENCY FREOUENCY 



NO «£SPQNS£ 0.0 13 q,4 

VERY LITTLE 1.00 2 1.4 

3.00 15 10. « 

4.00 26 18.7 

'^.00 39 20*1 

Vl,"Y much ft. 00 44 31.7 

TOTAu 139 100. 0 
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Purpose of the Item 

The Intent of this item was to determine the extent 
to which the Institute had created a greater statewide awareness 
o£ bilingual education. 

Analysis o£ the Results 

Of the total (139) respondents 13 or 9.A% did not respond 
to this item. Of those responding 2 or 1.4Z felt the Institute 
had created little statewide awareness of bilingual education. On 
the other hand 83 or 59.8% of the respondents felt the Institute 
had created a greater statewide awareness of bilingual education. 
Forty-one or 29.5% of the respondents felt indifferent toward 
this item. 

Given these results It can be said that the Institute was 
successful in creating a greater statewide awareness of bilingual 
education. 
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TABLE 10 AVAILABLE 



3, The Institute will make me become more involved In Bilingual Education. 

Strongly Agree Strongly Disagree 

1 2 3 4 5 6 



VALUE L.A3EL VALUE AOSDLUTE 



STRCNCiLY AGPIIE 



RELATIVE 

FRr-QUENCY FWEQUfc'NCV 
(PERCENT) 



0*0 


10 


7.2 


1 .00 


SI 


36.7 


2.C0 


24 


17.3 


3*00 


1 2 


B.6 


4«00 


12 


6.6 


5.00 


1 4 


10.1 


6.00 


I 6 


11.5 


TOTAL 


139 


1 00.0 
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Pu rpose of the Itero _ i 

The Intent of this item was to determine the extent o 
which the Institute would make its participant^ become more 

i 

Involved in bilingual education. | 



Analysln of the Rosults i 

Of the total (139) respondents 10 or 7.2^ did not respond 

i 

to this particular item. Of those responding! 75 or 54% felt that 

f 

as a result of the Institute they would becomfe more involved in 

i 

bilingual education. On the other hand 30 or! 21.6% disagreed with 

the above and felt that the Institute had no^' made them become 

t 

more involved in bilingual education. Twent^'-four or 17.2% of 
the respondents felt indifferent toward this 'item. 

Given these results it can be said that! as a result of the 
Institute a relatively high percentage (5A%)|of the respondents 
felt they would become more involved in bilijngual education. 
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TABLE 11 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



4. To what extent has the Institute provided you the opportunity to examine current 
progran<s as they relate to: 

Very Little Very Much 

a) Teaching practice 12 3 4 5 6 



YAKOE AUSOLUTG RETLATXVE 

FftfcOUfcNCY FREQUENCY 
(PcRCENT» 



NO RCSPONSe 


0 .0 


15 


10*8 


VcPY LITTLE 


1 »Cv 


16 


IU5 




?. 00 


9 


6*5 




3.0 0 


2? 


15.8 




4 «00 


28 


20.1 






29 


20*9 


VFr'r^V MUCH 


c.oo 


20 


14.4 




TOTAL 


139 


I 00*0 
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Purpose of the Item 

The intent of this Item was to determine the extent to 
which the Institute provided its participants the opportunity 
to examine current programs as they relate to teaching practice . 

Analysis of tl iO Re sults 

Of the total (139) respondents 15 or 10.8% failed to 

respond to this item. One reason for the high "no response" 

rate is attributable to the fact that the respondents were 

uncertain about the meaning of "current programs" used In the 

II* 

question. The question implies "current bilingual programs. 

Of those responding 25 or 18% felt the Institute had provided them 

little opportunif/to examine current programs as they relate 

tp teaching practices. On the other hand 49 or 35.3% of the 

r<58pondents felt the Institute had provided thetn^such an 

opportunity. Fifty or 35.9% of the respondents felt indifferent 

toward this item. 

Given these results it can be said that the Institute was 
successful in providing approximately 35.3% of its participants 
the opportunity to examine current programs as they relate to 
teaching practice. However, future Institutes may want to further 
develop this critical area. 

^Questions 4a, 4b, 4c, and 4d appeared to cause confusion for the 

respondents. 
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TABLE 12 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



4. To what extent has the Institute provided you the onoortunitv t-,. ova«^ 

programs as they relate to: opportunity to examine current 

b) Teacher preparation Very Little Very Much 



VALUc LAPtfL 



VALJ£ 



AOSOLUTF 
FRSOUF.NCY 



FREQUENCY 
(r>EPCENT) 



NO RESPONSE 
VEKY LITTLt: 



VP ftV MUCH 



0*0 


26 


1 .00 


11 


2.00 


13 


3*00 


1» 


A .00 


22 


5.00 


30 


t .00 


19 


TOTAL 


139 



18.7 
7.9 
9.4 
12.9 
15.8 
21 .6 
13.7 
1 00.0 
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Purpose of the Item 

The intent of this Item was to determine the extent to 
which the Inacitute provld{;d it^ participants: the opportunity 
to examine current programs as they relate to teacher preparation * 

AnalyHis^ of the Results 

Of the total (139) respondents 26 or 18.7% failed to 
respond to this item. A reason tor the relr^tlvely high percentage 
of *'no respcinse** is given In the analysis of item 4a. Of those 
responding ?A or 17.3% felt the Institute had provided little 
opportunity to examine current programs as they relate to teacher 
preparation., On the other hand 49 or 35.3% of the respondents felt 
the Institute had provided its participants the opportunity to examine 
current programs relating to teacher preparation. Forty or 28.7% 
of the respondents felt indifferent toward this item. 

Given these results it can be said that the Institute was 
successful in providing 35.3% of its participants the opportunity 
to examine current programs as they relate to teacher preparation. 
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TABLE 13 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



4, To what extent has the Institute provided you the opportunity to examine current 
programs as thay relate to; 

Verv Little Very Much 

1 2 3 4 5 6 



c) Legi<)Iation 



VALUE LABcL VALUT 



A J SOLUTE 
FPSOUENCY 



RELATIVE 
FREQUENCY 
(PERCENT) 



NO RI: SPANS'-" 
Vc«Y LI TILE 



V(£WV MUCH 



0.0 




1 U5 


1 .00 


IH 


12.9 


2.00 


12 


8.6 


3.00 




16.7 






4.00 


27 


19*4 


5.00 


?4 


!7.3 


6.00 


\(> 


1 1 .5 


TOTAL 


139 


I 00.0 
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Purpose of the Item 

The Intent of this Item was to determine the extent to which 
the Institute provided its participants the opportunity to examine 
current programs as they relate to le gislation * 

An alysis of tl 1 1 Results 

Of the total (139) respondents 16 or 11.5% did not respond to 
this Item. A reason for the relatively high percentage of "no response" 
is given in the anlysls of item Aa. Of those responding 30 or 21,5% felt the 
Institute had provided little opportunity to examine current programs as 
they relate to legislation. On the other hand AO or 28. SSI of the respondents 
felt the Institute had provided its participants the opportunity to 
examine similar programs. There was an even high number, 53 or 37. IZ of 
the respondents who felt Indifferent toward this item. 

Given these results It can be said that the Institute was 
successful in providing 28.8% cf its participants the opportunity to 
examine current programs as they relate to lejgislation. Future Institute 
designs may want to provide a greater awareness in the area of legislation, 
st^e and national. 
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TABLE 14 

BEST copy AVAILABLE 



To what extent h.is the Institute provided you the opportunity to examine current 
programs as thoy relate tos 

Very Little Very Much 

<i) Funding Possibilities 1 2 3 4 5 6 



VALUE LABcL VALJc ABSOLUTE RELATIVE 

FR£OUF:NCY FREQUENCY 
(PERCENT) 



NO RESPONSE 0.0 24 



VERY LITTLE: 1 ,00 \\ 7,9 . 

2»00 13 9,4 

3»00 20 14.4 

♦•00 22 15,8 

5«C0 28 20.1 

V^RV MUCH ft, 00 21 J 

TOTAL 139 100. 0 
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Purpose of the Item 

The intent of this item is to determine th^' extent to which 
the Institute provided its participants the opportunity to 
examine current programs as they relate to funding possibilities. 

Analysis of the Results . 

Of the total (139) respondents 24 or 17.3% failed to respond 
to this particular item. A reason for the relatively high percentage 
of "no response" is given In the analysis of item Aa. Of those 
responding Ik or 17.3% felt the Institute had provided little 
opportunity to examine current programs as they relate to funding 
possibilities. On the other hand A9 or 35.2% of the respondents felt 
the Institute had provided its participants the opportunity to examine 
similar programs. There were almost just as many respondents, 42 or 
30.2% who felt indifferent toward this item. 

Given these results it can be said that the Institute was 
successful In providing 35.2% of its participants the opportunity 
to examine current programs as they relate to funding possibilities. 
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TABLE 15 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 

5. The Institute was successful In promoting within me t conmitoent to the full 
development of the bilingual abilities of the individual as a viable asset* 



Strongly Agree 
1 2 



4 



Strongly Disagree 

5 6 



VALUE LAUP.L 



VALUE 



ABSOLUTE 
FRHOUENCV 



RELATIVE 
FREQUENCY 
(PERCENT) 



NO f«&SPONSE 


0 .0 


8 


5«e 


ST«CNGLY AGR=e 


1 900 


44 


31 .7 




?«00 


29 


20.9 




3 .00 


IB 


12.9 




4.00 


14 


10.1 




S.OO 


14 


10.1 


STRONGLY 01 SACiftEE 


6*00 


12 


S«6 




TOTAL 


139 


1 00.0 
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Purpose of the Item • 

The intent of this item was to deterroine the extent to which 
the Institute was successful in promoting within its participants 
a commitment toward the full development of the bilingual abilities 
of the individual as a viable asset. 

Analysis of the Results 

Of the total (139) respondents 8 or 5.8% did not respond to 
this item. Of those responding 73 or 52.6% felt the Institute v'as 
successful in promoting within its participants such a commitment. 
There were 26 or 18.7% of the respondents who felt the Institute was 
not successful in promoting within its participants a commitment 
to the full development of bilingual abilities of the individual as 
a viable asset. Thirty-two or 23% of the respondents felt indifferent 
toward this item. 

Given these results it can be said that the Institute was 
successful in promoting within its participants a commitment ot the full 
development of the bilingual abilities of the individual as a viable 
asset. 
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TABLE 16 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 

6. The review of present and pending state Bilingual Education legislation and 
appropriations was helpful in defining new directions for influencing future 
legislation in Bilingual Education. 



Strongly Agree 
1 2 



Strongly Disagree 
5 6 



VALUC LA3c:L 



VALUE 



ABSOLUTE 
FrtrOURNCY 



RELATIVE 
FREQUENCV 
(PFRC6NT) 



NO HCSPJNSE 


0.0 


29 


20.9 


STHCNGLY AGREE 


1 .00 


25 


18«0 




2i00 


35 


25.2 




3.00 


19 


13.7 




4.00 


17 


12*2 




5.00 


9 


6.5 


STRONGLY 01SAGfi.t.r 


6.00 


5 


3.6 




TOTAL 


139 


100*0 
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Purpose of the Item 

The intent of this item was to determine the relative success 
in the Institute's review of present and pending state Bilingual 
Bicultural Education legislation and appropriations In helping define 
new directions for influencing future legislation in Bilingual Bicultural 
Education. 

I.? 

Analysts of lhe;iResul t . 

Of the total (139) respondents 29 or 20.9% failed to respond 
to this item. Of those responding 60 or A3. 2% felt the Institute was 
successful in Its review of present and pending bilingual education 
legislation. On the other hand only 14 or 10.1% of the respondents 
felt that the Institute had not been successful in its review of 
bilingual education legislation for purposes of defining new directions 
for influencing future legislation. Thirty-six or 25.9% of the 
respondents felt indifferent toward this Item. 

Given these results it can be said that the Institute was 
successful in its review of present and pending state Bilingual 
Bicultural Education legislation and appropriations In helping define 
new directions for Influencing future legislation in Bilingual Bicultural 
Education. 
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TABLE 17 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



7. To whac excent; did the Institute demonstrate techniques and methodology for 
successful implementation of Bilingual Education? 



Very.Llttle 
1 2 



Very Much 
5 6 



VALUF LAFiSL VALUE 



ABSOLUTE 
FREQUENCY 



RELATIVE 
FREOUENCV 
(PERCENT) 



NO RESPONSE 
VERY LITTLF 



VtRY MUCH 



0.0 


13 


9.4 


1 .00 


M 


7t9 


a. 00 


?l 


ts.i 


.3.00 


15 


10.8 


4.00 


3!5 


25.2 


5.00 


20 


20.9 


6.00 


15 


10.8 


TOTAL 


139 


100.0 



ERIC 



•'1017 



36 



Purpose of the Item 

The Intent of this Item was to determine the extent to which 
the Institute had demonstrated techniques and me|thodology for 

i 

successful implementation of bilingual educationl 



Analysis c^f Lhe Result s 

Of the total (139) respondents 13 or 9.A% chbse not to 

respond to this item. Of those responding 43 or 31 .7% felt the 

Institute had been successful in demonstrating techniques and 

methodology for successful implementation of bllitlgual education. 

On the other hand 32 or 23% of the respondents feljt the Institute 

had not been successful in its demonstrations of techniques and 

methodology* An even greater number of participants 50 or 36% 
r 

felt indifferent toward this item. 

Given these results it can be said that the Iniktitute participants 
were almost evenly split on how they felt concerning the Institute's 
ability to demonstrate techniques and methodology folr the successful 
Implementation of bilingual education* Future Institute designs may 
want to have demonstrated techniques and methodologies for successful 
implementation of bilingual education available for participants. 
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TABLE 18 



BEST COPY AVAIUBLE 



8. Do you feel there is a need to formulate a statewide task force on Bilingual 
Education to serve in an advisory capacity to the State Department of Education? 

Yes No 



VALUE LAHEL VALUE AaSOLUTE RELATIVE 

FPEQUcNCY FRSQUcNCY 
(PERCENT) 



NO RESPONSE 0.0 18 12.9 

YES 1.00 119 85.6 

NO 2.00 2 1.4 

TOTAL 139 100.3 



ERIC 



004:) 



38 



Purpose of the Item 

The ^intent of this item waa to poll the Institute's 
participants on their assessment of a need to formulate a 
statewide 1 task force on bilingual education to serve in an 

» 

advisory capacity to the Arizona State Department of Education. 

Analysis ol; the Results 

Of the total (139) respondents 18 or 12.9% chose not to 

i 

respond to this particular item. Of those responding 119 or 
85.6% indicated that a statewide task force on bilingual 
education to serve in an advisory capacity be formulated. There 
were 2 or 1.4% respondents who felt that such a task force was 
not needea. |An almost unanimous positive response to this Item 
may well be Interpreted as a dire and immediate need. The 
architects of j this Institute might perhaps relate this Information 
to those responsible for initiating plans to make the above 
inquiry a reality. 

\ 
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TABLE 19 

BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



The Institute provided me with data concerning pupil gains and performance of 
existing bilingual programs. 

Strongly Agree Strongly Disagree 

1 2 3 4 5 6 



VALUE LAQr.L VALUE Af-JSOLUTF RELATIVE 

FREOUFNCY FREQUENCY 
(PERCENTI 





0.0 


20 


14.4 


S I HCNGL Y AG^ hT. 


1 .oo 


20 


14.4 




^ 2.00 

i 


25 


IB.O 




13.00 


?6 


18.7 






17 


12.2 




t|.00 


22 


15. S 


STp^CJUGL. V 'Mr AGREE 


6\.O0 


0 


6.b 




\ 

TOTAL 


139 


100.0 



\ 
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Purpose of the Item 

The intent of this Item was Co determine the extent to 
which the Institute provided its participants with data 
concerning pupil gains and performance of existing bilingual 
programs. 

Analy sis of the Results 

Of the total (139) respondents 20 or 14.4% did not respond 
to this particular item. Of those responding 45 or 32 •4X felt 
confident that the Institute had provided them with Information 
concerning pupil gains and performance of existing bilingual 
programs. On the other hand 31 or 22.3% of the participants felt 
the Institute had not provided them with similar data* There were 
42 or 30.9% of the respondents who felt Indifferent toward this item* 

Given these results it can be said that the Institute was 
successful in providing 32.4% of its participants with data concerning 
pupil gains and performance of existing bilingual programs* This is 
an area which should be examined for future Arizona Institutes* 
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TABLE 20 

BEST COPY AVAILABLE 

10. The blllugual program c£ Instruction should be conceived as a continuous 
program from preschool to high school. 

Strongly Agree Strongly Disagree 

1 2 3 4 5 6 



VALUE LABcL 



VALUE 



NO PFSPONSr 
ST«CNGLY AGRtTE 



0*0 
1 .00 
2.00 
3*00 
4*00 
5*00 

STfcCNGLY OlSAGREe f.OO 

TOTAL 



ABSOLUTE 
FREQUENCY 



19 
02 
11 
6 
3 
S 
13 
139 



RELATIVE 
FREQUENCY 
(PERCENT) 



13.7 
59.0 
7,9 
4.3 
2.2 
3*6 
9.4 
100.0 
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Purpose of the Item 

The intent of this item was to poll the Institute's 
participants concerning their conception of a bilingual 
bicultural program of instruction as a continuous program 
from preschool to high school. 

Analysis of the Results 

Of the total (139) respondents 19 or 13.7% chose not 
to respond to this item. Of those who responded 93 or 63.9% 
felt that bilingual bicultural education be conceived as a 
continuous program from preschool to high school. On the other 
hand only 18 or 13% of the respondents felt that bilingual 
education not be conceived as a continuous program from preschool 
to high school. Nine or 6.5% of the respondents felt Indifferent 
toward this item. 

Given these results it can be said that 63.^% of the 
Institute's participants felt that bilingual bicultural program 
of instruction be conceived as a continuous program from preschool 
to high school. It would be interesting to research the Job 
classification of the 13% who do not see bilingual programs 
continuing from preschool to high school. 
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TABLE 21 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



11. Recruitment and hiring of teachers with an ethnic identity representative or 
the ethnic composition of the school is a high priority ^n mj' district or 
project. 

Strongly Agree Strongly Disagree 

1 2 3 4 5 6 



value: l.A'F.L VALU5 ABSOLUTE RELATIVE 

FRSQUCNCY FRRQUKNCV 
(PERCENT) 

NO KhSPONSc 0.0 31 22*3 

STRCNGUy AGttEc 1.00 37 26.6 

2*00 29 20.O 

3*00 13 9.4 

4.00 6 4.3 

5.00 12 d.6 

STKONOty OlSAGftEE fc.CO 11 7.9 

TOTAL 139 100*0 
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Purpose of the Item 

The intent of this item was to poll the Institute's 
participants on their views concerning the recruitment and 
hiring of Spanish-speaking teachers as a high priority In 
thoir district or project area. 

Analysis of the Resu lts 

Of the total (139) respondents 31 or 22.3% did not 
respond to this item. Of those responding 66 or 47*5% fe^t the 
recruitment and hiring of Spanish-speaking teachers was a high 
priority in their district or project area. On the other hand 
23 or 16.5% of the participants felt that recruitment and hiring 
of Spanish-speaklng teachers was not a high priority in their 
districts. Twenty or 13.7% of the participants felt indifferent 
towards this item. 

Given these results it can be said that high percentage of 
respondents (47.5%) of the Institute's participants teel that the 
recruitment and hiring of Spanish-speaking teachers was a high 
priority in their district or project area# 

Suggestions for Further Analysis and/or Future Research 

It would be interesting to learn ethnic backgroundi sex» and 
employmont status of the 11 (7.9%) respondents who ^'strongly disagreed" 
that the recruitment and hiring of Spanish*-speaking teachers be a 
hlRh priority in their respective districts. 
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TABLE 22 



Best copy available 



?f teachers for bilingual procratns. what priority should be 
jilven to the following: 

Hioh Priority Low Priorltv 

a) The personal qualities of 1 2 3 4 5 "Y ^ 



a teacher. 



VALU2 UARr-L 



VALUE 



HIGH PRIORITY 



ABSOLUTE 



RELATIVE 
FREOUENCV 
<PE«CENT) 



0.0 


19 


13.7 


1 .00 


76 


54.7 


2«00 


30 


21 .6 


3«00 


4 


2*9 


4.00 


6 


4.3 


5,00 


3 


2.2 


6.00 


1 


0.7 


TOTAL 


139 


lOOiO 
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Purpose of the Item 

The Intent of this item was to poll the Institute's 
participants on their feelings concerning the type of priority 
given to the pe rsonal qualities of the teacher in preparation 
of teachers for bilingual programs* 

Analysis of the Results 

Of the total (139) respondentSi 19 or 13. 7Z did not respond 
to this item* Of thoseresponding, 106 or 76.3% felt the personal 
qualities of the teacher in their preparation for bilingual programs 
was a priority * On the other hand, only 4 or 2.9% of the respondents 
felt this should be a low priority. Ten or 7. 2% of the respondents 
felt indifferent toward this item. 

Given these results, it can be said that a high percentage 
(76.3%) of the Institute participants felt a high priority be given 
to the personal qualities of the teacher in their preparation for 
bilingual programs. 



ERIC 



0058 



47 



12. 



TABLE 23 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 

In pvepnrntlon of teachers for bilingual programs, what priority should be 
Riven 10 Lhe foUowinRt ^^^^^ priority '-ow Priority 

b) The teacher's knowledge, of 1 2 3 4 ^. ^ 
chlliiren and appreciation 
of tlie cotnniunity from 
which their sjtudenta 
derive. 



VALUc LABEL VALUE AOSOLUTE RELATIV^ 

FRcQUENCY FrtCQUeNCV 
CPERCENT) 

NO KfiSPUNSf 0.0 16 ll»5 

HIGH PPIDWITV 1. 00 99 71.2 

2,00 IS 10*8 

3.00 3 

4.00 1 0.7 

LOW PRIORITY 6.00 9 3. ft 

TOTAL 139 lOO.O 



0 
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Purpo se of the It pro 

The Intent of this Item was to poll the Institute's 
participants on their feelings concerning the type of priority 
given to the teacher's knowledge of children and appreciation of 
the comimi nlty from which their students derive in their preparation 
for bilingual programs. 

Analysis of the Results 

Of the total (139) respondents, 16 or 11. SX failed to respond 
to this item. Of those responding^ llA or 82% felt that the teacher's 
knowl ed ge^ and appreciation of the children's cultural environment Is 
a hlK h priority in the preparat io n of teachers for bilingual programs * 
On the other hand, only 6 or 3.6% of the participants felt that this 
consideration be given a low priority in the preparation of teachers 
for bilingual programs. Four or 2.9% of the participants felt indifferent 
toward this Item. 

Given these results, It can be said that a very high percentage 
(82%) of the Institute's participants felt that the teacher's knowledge 
of chlld>.;en and appreciation of the community from which their studencs 
derive was a high priority In the preparation of teachers for bilingual 
programs . 
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TABLE 24 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 

12. In preparation of teachers for bilin^.ual programs , what priority should be 
given to the following: 



c) Skills in the teach J 513 
process. 



HlRh Priority Low Priority 



VALUE" LABEL 



VALUt 



HIGH PRtO^t TY 



LOW MMIOriTV 



0*0 

1 .00 

2*00 

3.00 

4.00 

5.00 

e.oo 

TOTAL 



ABSOLUTE 
FREQUENCY 



18 
70 
32 
14 
2 
1 
2 

139 



RFLATI VE 
FPEOUENCr 
(PFRCFMT) 



12.9 
50.4 
?3«0 
10.1 
I .4 
0.7 
l«4 
100.0 
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Purpose of th e Item \ 

The Intent of this item was to poll the Institute's participants 
on their feelings concerning the type of priority to be give^ to the 



H klUs In the teaching process in preparation of teachers for 
programs. 



bilingual 



\ 



Analysis of the Results \ 

\ 

Of the total (139) respondents, 18 or 12.9% failed to respond 

\ 

to this item. Of those responding, 102 or 73,4% felt that Ajyi*^ 
priority be Given to the skills in the teaching process in prepa^ring 
teachers for bilingual programs t On the other hand, 3 or 21 •% o't the 

i 

respondents felt the skills in the teaching process be given a Ipw 

i 

priority. While the remaining 16 or 11,5% of the respondents felt 
indifferent toward this item. 

Given these results, it can be said that a high percentage 



(73.4%) of the Institute's participants felt that the skill in the > 

1 

teaching process be given a high priority in the preparation of 

i 

teachers for bilingual programs* ^ 
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TABLE 25 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



12, In preparation of teachers for billnpual programa, what priority should be 
given to the following;: 

High Priority Low Priority 

d) The teacher be hi Ungual. 12 3 4 5 6 



VALUC LABEL 



VALUE! 



AnSOLUTE 
rREQUENCV 



WELATI VE 
FREQUFNCV 
(PERCENT) 



NO f<ESi>0N5F 


0*0 


17 


12.2 


HIGH PRIOf^ITV 


1 .00 


76 


54.7 




3*00 


19 


13*7 




3*00 


17 


12*2 




4 .00 


3 


2«2 


r 




3 


2.2 


« 

LOW PRIJ-^ITY 


6*00 


4 


2.9 




TOTAL 


139 


1 00.0 
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Purpose of the Item 

The Intent of this litem was to the Institute's 



partlcipantH on their feeiilngs concerning the type of priority 



to be given to the teacher \ b eing blllneual In this preparation 
for bilingual programs. \ 

\ 

\ 

Analysis of the Results ^ 

Of the total (139) respo\nclentS| 17 or 12 .2% did not respond 
to this item. Of those respoi^Jing, 95 or 68>A% felt that a high 
priority be given to the fact that the teacher be bilingual in 
preparation of teachers for biUngual education ^ On the other hand 
7 or 5*1% of the participants f^^lt that the need for the teacher to 
be bilinguai/ is a low priority their preparation for bilingual 
programs* Twenty or 14*4% of tho respondents felt indifferent toward 
this item* 



Given these results, It can be said that a high percentage 



(68.4%) of the Institute's participants felt the teacher be bilinguali 
be given a high priority in their p\reparatlon for bilingual education. 
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TABLE 26 



The Institute fulfilled my expectation. 



StrO'igly Agree 

1 2 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



strongly Disagree 
6 



VALUE LABEL 



NO RESPONSE 
STWCNGLV ACRE- 



STftONGLy OISAOPgf- 



\ 



0«0\ 

« 

I .oo\ 



StOO 



\ 



ABSOLUTE^ RELATIVE 
FH5QUENCV \ FRFQUENCY 
(PERCENT) 



3.00 
4.00 \ 
5.00 
6«00 
TOTAL 



\ 



17 
30 
40 
31 
9 
8 
4 



\ 



139 



\ 



OOQo 



\ 



I 12.2 

2A«a 

22.3 

t 

\ 6.5 

4 
\ 

1 oq.o 

\ 



\ 



\ 



\ 
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Pu rpose of the Item 

The intent of this Item was to determine the extent to which 
the Institute had fulfilled its participants' expectations. One 
cannot determine from this item the nature of the participants' 
expectations of the Institute, this item attempts to assess the 
extent to which the Institute fulfilled such expectations. 

Analysis of the Results 

Of the total (139) respondents, 17 or 12.22 chose not to respond 
to this item. Of those responding, 70 or 50. A% felt the Institute 
had fulfilled whatever expectations they had concerning the Institute* 
On the other hand, 12 or 8.7% of the respondents felt the Institute 
had not fulfilled their particular expectations. However, 40 or 
28*8% of the respondents were not certain whether or not the Institute 
had been successful in fulfilling their expectations* 

Given these results, it can be said that the Institute was 
successful in fulfilling thij varied expectations of a high percentage 
(50*5%) of the participants. This Item haa Impllcatlona for future 
state Bilingual Institutes in carefully setting forth Intended goals 
and objectives along with anticipated outcomes from the given Institute* 



The Esciutbe l-Kaston Model for Analyzing Institutes presents a method 
for looking at inputs and outcomes of institutes* 
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TABLE 27 

BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



14. }fy overall Impression of this Institute Is: 



Excellent po^r 
^ 2 3 4 S 6 



VALUt: LAOhX VALUE 

r 



NO RtSPONSc 0.0 
exCELLENT 1,00 

;!*oo 

3*00 
4*00 

TOTAL 



ABSOLUTE 
PREQUENCY 



15 
S3 
33 
24 
9 
5 

139 



RELATIVE 
FPEQUKNCy 
(PERCFK^T) 



lO.R 

3e»t 

23.7 
17,3 
6.5 
' 3.6 
100.0 
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Item #15 read as follows: ^^Please make any coimnents you would 

like with regard to the Institute /' Of the total (139) respondents, 

85 or 61% did not respond to this particular itemt Thpse who chose 

to respond made comments that were positive , negative and/or suggested 

recommendations. The following is representative of the positive comments 

made concerning the Institute: 

It was a very good Institute and more should be 
held. All speakers and workshops were very good. 

Parent involvement meeting very good in providing 
insights into gut-level operations. 

The work in putting this Institute together is a 
great tribute to the Institute planners. Super. 

The workshops and speeches were very informative. 
The madia centers were excellent and a wide variety 
of the materials were presented. 

More often, more people. 

The Institute's work is highly commendable. It 
provided a very good opportunity for other persons 
already familiar with bllingual/bicultural educational 
concepts to improve their familiarity and to become 
more involved. 

The exhibits were outstanding in the elementary levels 
but what about secondary education and those of us 
involved In adult education. 

The lunch and dinner speakers, especially Dr. Casso, 
wi!remo8t interesting. On th2 whole, the Institute 
was informative and successful. Hope to have one 
pvery year. 

First time I attended an Institute and I'm very happy 
t did* It let me know somebody is caring about the 
Chicane. 
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My feelings of this Institute is that it is one of 
^ our stepping stones toward our goal. 

The Elm Street School Project with Mr. Watson as 
directoi was exceptional. Watching bilingual education 
in action in their excellent surroundings was most 
pleasurable. 

Level of particlpatloh was excellent. This Institute 
seemed to come from the heart as well as the mind, 
always with the idea of providing greater educational 
opportunities for kids. 

I think the exhibits were excellent in helping to 

bring everything together. We could sec how the bilingual 

program is a reality and not just talk.. This was most 

helpful. 

Outstanding Institute. 

^ Typical of the negative comments made by the respondents concerning 
the Institute include the following: 

Lack of parent involvement. Most topics geared to 
teachers. Most topics very ineffectual. 



Too structured. Very outstanding for those with 
strong Spanish background* but most other groups with 
language problems were ignored. 

No time to speak with participants, to get between 
meetings, to attend all pertinent sessions. 

It was not fair to make us go up to the VFW 
three times. 

Adult education was overlooked* 
Speeches were too long. 
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Part icipants' Reconune n da t i onn 

A number of recommendations concerning the Institute were offered 

by many of the respondents. Some of the recommendations listed below 

were offered more than once. It is important to note that these 

recoircncndationa are as follows: 

More Involvement of "power people" i.e. administrators, 
curriculum and policy makers. . .More involvement of 
"Anglo" people. 

Needed hard data on Elm Street School and statistics 
test results to prove (as much as possible) this 
result. 

There needed to be more attention to Indian Education 
and displays of materials used - as in Rough Rock 
demonstration school. 

Needed an explanation of what each session would 
deal with. 

I recommend for future Bilingual Workshops that 
more attention be paid to the whole group involved by 
having them participate in ideas, personal views, etc. 
on Bilingual Education. Let's make a workshop an 
effective tool, not a room for personal monologues . 

Next Institute please provide more specific information 
for teachers to take back to their districts. 

More films and visual aids by the speakers would have 
helped to summarize the information given. 

When is the next one? 

Talks should be more specific, some were too general. 
More how to demonstrations. Invite the "power 
structure" people - city, state level, and school boards. 

More on methodology and teacher training. 

More evaluative responses should have been presented 
as far as these bilingual education programs have 
succeeded or failed. 

The time schedule should have been better adhered to. 
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More teacher aides should attend these workshops. 

Have an annual bllingual-blcultu-al institute and 
at least one workshop on bilingual-bicultural 
education during the school year. 

Pleaf?e repeat and invite a larger representation 
of faculty . 

The next step should be regional workshops to 
encourage and further bilingual education in 
Arizona. 

The organization should have been better in one 
building to cut down on confusion and time wasted 
in transportation. 
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